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Non-Responsive Amendment 
The Applicant has filed a supplemental reply with amended claims but has not filed an 
argument section to state how the newly amended claims overcome the previously cited 
art. 

MPEP 714.02 states, 

A general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references does not comply with the requirements of this section. 
In amending in reply to a rejection of claims in an application or patent under 
reexamination, the applicant or patent owner must clearly point out the patentable 
novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed 
by the references cited or the obiections made. The applicant or patent owner must also 
show how the amendments avoid such references or objections . 



